
April 21, 1993 

Ms, Annette Primrose 
BG&G Rocky Flap 
P.O. Box 454, Bldg. 080 
Golden., CO 

Subject: 

864020464 

Meethg Minutes - Mach 31, 1993, At the Offices of the Envixonmwtnl 
Protection Agency (EPA), Regarding The Status of tbe Contaminants of 
Concern (CCX) for OU2 and Comments on rhe Revised Bedrock Work Plan; 
Contract Nos. BA213218SG and MTS23454UIB - - ' * 

This letter transxnits the meeting minutes for the referenced meeting. 

The following representatives were in attendance: 

EPA: Rill Fraser 
PKC: Gary Miller 

* mH: Diane Niednvirtdci 
DOE: Scott Grace 

Be& Ramsty 
0 EG&G: Annette Primrose 

Rick Roberts 
Eric Dill6 

W-c: Kate Power 
Rick Nowill 
Jeanette &Bois 
Pat Westphal 

The meting opened with a @scussion of the Revised Bedrock Work Plan. Bill Fraser 
(EPA) questioned whether a full Suite chemical analysis would be run on groundwater 
samples in addition to the contaminant indicator parameter analyses in order to oonkn the 
quick turn around results. EG&G acknowledged that full s u b  analyses muid be run on 
dl grounchwdler samples. Indicator results muld o* be wcd in the field to de&& if 
additional, deeper drilling would be nectssary, EG&G rtoted that the Revised Bedrock 

' 

(4p(QIJoxul.m9(ApJ 24 W) 1 



Wbodward-CIyde 
Federal Services Ms, ANJette Primrose 

EG&G Rocky Flats 
April 22,1993 
Page 2 

Work Plan text would be changed to clarify this point 

The EPA also indicated that a contingency was necessary for handling a discrepancy (if one 
was to occur) between the indicator results and the fuU suit chemical analysis. DO13 and 
EG&G acknowledged that a contingency plan would be witten that would include the 
handling of this discrepancy. The ERA stated that the nature and extent of contamination 
should be used to determine if the bedrock units are a migration paway h d  not use the 

results of slug tests to make this detemhtion. EG&G representatives disagreed, but felt 
that this discussion was applicable to the contingency plan and should not delay the 
implementation of the Revised Bedrock Work Plan. EPA supported this approach, but 
stated that the use of slug test results should be removed from the decision process in the 
Revised Bedrock Work Plan. They also stated that the contingency plan should discuss the 
use of contaminant concentrations and slug test res11lts as decision processes. statements 
regarding quantitative risk should also be removed from the Revised Bedrock Work Plan 
but included in the anthgcncy plan, 

(=DES OW2 project manager was nor present zit the mecthg, but the EPA reprcsclltativc 
relayed that there were no maj r concern from CDH on the Revised Bedrock Work Plan. 

All the partidpants agreed tha the EPA requests should not impact the schedule and that 
the Revised Bedrock Work PI was tentatively apprqved for implementation, Scott Grace 
requested written approval oft e field investigation portion of Revised Bedrock Work Plan 
from EPA EPA agreed. i 
Scott Grace (DOE) then gav a status up date of the identification of the newly identified 
trench at OU2. Everyme ag, c that the FtFI/RI Report would not be impacted. 

Pat Westphat (W-C) &eu presented the status of the groundwater organic COCs, It was 
explained that groundwater analytical results for tbe second quarter of 1991 through the first 
quarter of 1993 were used for the quandtadve evaluatfon of the COQ. Kt was wrpIabed 
that only these data would be used because results obrained previoudy were not validated 
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and sampling procedures were questionable, CDH and EPA acknowledged that this was 
appropriate. 

Rick Rubarts (EC3&G) thou presented the results from. a previous mccting whcrc thc COC 
selection process for organic contaminants present at a frequency of less than 5% was 
discussed ’l’here was disagreement as to the outcome of this previous meeting, therefore, 
it  was agreed that this meeting was not the appropriate phcc to diS&ss the’C0C selection 
process. A meethg was set for April 2,1993 to further discuss the COC selection process. 

The meeting concluded With a discussion of the OU2 Exposure Scenarios Technicai 
Memorandum 0. It was decided that discussion$ of childhood exposure, upgradient wind 
deposition, updating demographics, and ecological researcher would be tabled. However, 
it was agreed that incorrect references in the TM text would be fixed (e&, a reference to 
CX70). 

Sincerely, 

Kathleen M. Power 
Project Manager 
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